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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 November 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1^9 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1^9 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)S The drawing(s) filed on 25 February 2004 is/are: a)[X] accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)\J None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date OV<> 



4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20070604 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-9 are pending in this application. 

Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The examiner gratefully acknowledges the full and complete response to the requirement 
for information under 1.105, filed 1 1/1/06. The references and response have been carefully 
considered. Where possible, the Examiner has added publication dates to the 1449. 

Drawings 

The drawings are suitable to the examiner. . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. The claims are drawn to a method of data manipulation, and a 
"program". Neither claim ends with the production of a concrete, tangible and useful result, and 
the program is not tangibly embodied. Neither claim transforms an article or physical object to 
another state. 

To satisfy section 101 requirements, the claim must be for a practical application of the § 
101 judicial exception, which can be identified in various ways: 

1) The claimed invention "transforms" an article or physical object to a different state or 
thing. 



Application/Control Number: 10/786,321 



Page 3 



Art Unit: 1631 

2) The claimed invention otherwise produces a useful, concrete and tangible result, based on 
the factors discussed below. 

Practical Application That Produces a Useful Concrete, and Tangible Result 

For eligibility analysis, physical transformation "is not an invariable requirement, but 
merely one example of how a mathematical algorithm [or law of nature] may bring about a 
useful application." AT&T, 172 F.3d at 1358-59, 50 USPQ2d at 1452... In determining whether 
the claim is for a "practical application," the focus is not on whether the steps taken to achieve a 
particular result are useful, tangible and concrete, but rather that the final result achieved by the 
claimed invention is "useful, tangible and concrete." (1) "USEFUL RESULT" For an invention 
to be "useful" it must satisfy the utility requirement of section 101. The USPTO's official 
interpretation of the utility requirement provides that the utility of an invention has to be (i) 

specific, (ii) substantial and (iii) credible. MPEP § 2107 and Fisher, 421 F.3d at , 76 USPQ2d 

at 1230 (citing the Utility Guidelines with approval for interpretation of "specific" and 
"substantial"). (2) "TANGIBLE RESULT" The tangible requirement does not necessarily mean 
that a claim must either be tied to a particular machine or apparatus or must operate to change 
articles or materials to a different state or thing. However, the tangible requirement does require 
that the claim must recite more than a § 101 judicial exception, in that the process claim must set 
forth a practical application of that § 101 judicial exception to produce a real-world result. 
Benson, 409 U.S. at 71-72, 175 USPQ at 676-77 (invention ineligible because had "no 
substantial practical application."). "[A]n application of a law of nature or mathematical formula 
to a . . . process may well be deserving of patent protection." Diehr, 450 U.S. at 1 87, 209 USPQ 
at 8 (emphasis added); see also Corning, 56 U.S. (15 How.) at 268, 14 L.Ed. 683 ("It is for the 
discovery or invention of some practical method or means of producing a beneficial result or 
effect, that a patent is granted . . ."). In other words, the opposite meaning of "tangible" is 
"abstract." (3) "CONCRETE RESULT" Another consideration is whether the invention 
produces a "concrete" result. Usually, this question arises when a result cannot be assured. In 
other words, the process must have a result that can be substantially repeatable or the process 
must substantially produce the same result again. In re Swartz, 232 F.3d 862, 864, 56 USPQ2d 
1703, 1704 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (where asserted result produced by the claimed invention is 
"irreproducible" claim should be rejected under section 101). The opposite of "concrete" is 
unrepeatable or unpredictable. 

See also: 1300 OG 142, 11/22/2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claims 1, 8 and 9, the phrase "or the like" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by "or the 
like"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). It 
is further unclear what data "concerns chemical safety" in particular, that is usable in the claimed 
system. As no chemical data, safety data, or test data is actually required in the system itself, the 
preamble is considered an intended use of the system components. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Murayama et al. 
(US 5,784,274). 

The rejected claims are drawn to systems. While the intended use of the systems is to 
store chemical safety data, no specific chemical, safety or test data storage is set forth in the 
limitations of the system. The system comprises two separate program storage means, an 
activation means, and an inspection conducting means. Claims 8 and 9 are drawn to a method of 
implementation of the system and a program for the system. 

Murayama et al. (US 5,784,274) discloses systems which comprise program storage 
units, switching units (activation) and performance monitoring units (inspection). The 
performance monitoring systems comprise comparators, circuit checking, and reporting 
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functions. The program storage units can be separate, or partitioned. The activation can be 
authenticated. As such, Murayama meets the limits of the claimed systems and methods. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Uriu et al. US 5448720 discloses normality checking systems with activation and 
storage means.. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary K Zeman whose telephone number is (571) 272 0723 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ram Shukla can be reached on (571) 272 0735. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 273 8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to (571) 272-0547. 

Patent applicants with problems or questions regarding electronic images that can be 
viewed in the Patent Application Information Retrieval system (PAIR) can now contact the 
USPTO's Patent Electronic Business Center (Patent EBC) for assistance. Representatives are 
available to answer your questions daily from 6 am to midnight (EST). The toll free number is 
(866) 217-9197. When calling please have your application serial or patent number, the type of 
document you are having an image problem with, the number of pages and the specific nature of 
the problem. The Patent Electronic Business Center will notify applicants of the resolution of 
the problem within 5-7 business days. Applicants can also check PAIR to confirm that the 
problem has been corrected. The USPTO's Patent Electronic Business Center is a complete 
service center supporting all patent business on the Internet. The USPTO's PAIR system 
provides Internet-based access to patent application status and history information. It also 
enables applicants to view the scanned images of their own application file folder(s) as well as 
general patent information available to the public. 



For all other customer support, please call the USPTO Call 
Center (UCC) at 800-786-9199. 



Conclusion 




